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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 May 2005 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on May 19,2005 has been entered and made of record. 
Claims 1-11 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues Schlank (US 6,134,017) "does not teach a network server 
for transmitting drivers to the computer" Upon further review; the examiner finds this 
limitation to be taught in Fig 3 and Col 5 Lines 7-32. Schlank discloses a computer bus 
41 that is connected to a network interface 43. Applicant also argues Schlank does not 
teach a browser installed on the computer to enable the user to browse the network. 
Examiner finds this limitation is taught in Col 13 Lines 42-54 (browser is used to allow 
the user to select from multi page documents from a list). The applicant further argues, 
"Schlank does not teach a driver selection system". As previously mentioned, this 
feature is taught in Col 13 Lines 42-54 and as outlined in the previous Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-2,4,9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Schlank et al (US 6,134,017). 

Regarding claim 1 , Schlank discloses a server for a network, the server enabling 
a user at a station to scan a document, the station comprising: a computer connected to 
the network (Fig 3; Col 5 Lines 7-13); a browser installed on the computer to enable the 
user to browse the network (Col 3 Lines 48-56); and a scanner in communication with 
the computer (Col 4 Lines 43-52); the server comprising: a database of scanner drivers 
(Col 3 Lines 57-67); a driver selection system that enables the user to select a driver for 
the scanner from the database of scanner drivers (Col 5 Lines 22-32); and a delivery 
system that transfers a selected driver to the computer and causes the computer to 
execute the drive (Col 5 Lines 7-47); wherein the user used the browser and the driver 
selection system to select a driver for the scanner, the delivery system sends the driver 
to the computer, the computer executes the driver, the driver used the scanner to scan 
a document, and scanning data corresponding to the document is saved in a 
predetermined location (Col 5 Lines 23-32). 

Considering claim 2, Schlank teaches a destination selection system that 
enables the user to use the browser to select the predetermined location for saving the 
scanning data (Col 6 Lines 50-56). 

Considering claim 4, Schlank teaches wherein the computer further comprises a 
media for storing data, and the predetermined location specifies that the media be used 
to save the scanning data (Col 5 Lines 7-21; Fig 3). 
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Regarding claim 9, Schlank discloses wherein the selected driver is transferred 
to the computer in a self-extracting executable file format (Col 5 Lines 15-32). 

In Claim 10, Schlank teaches wherein the driver is removed from the computer 
after the scanning data is saved in the predetermined location (Col 5 Lines 15-32). 

For claim 1 1 , Schlank teaches wherein the server comprises a network 
connection, and the server communicates with the station through the network (Fig 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3,5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schlank in view of Matsuyama (US 6,330,068). 

Schlank discloses the server as discussed above in claim 1 . 

Schlank does not disclose expressly wherein the predetermined location 
comprised a universal resource locator (URL) or an electronic mail (e-mail) account 
address; a login system for establishing an identify of the user; wherein prior to using 
the driver selection system, the user first used the login system to log into the server 
computer; wherein the login system correlates the identity of the user with an account 
on the server, and the scanning data is saved in the account; wherein the account is an 
e-mail account; and comprising a viewing system for enabling the user to view the 
scanning data saved in the account. 
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Matsuyama discloses wherein the predetermined location comprised a universal 
resource locator (URL) or an electronic mail (e-mail) account address (Col 10 Lines 5- 
17); a login system for establishing an identify of the user; wherein prior to using the 
driver selection system, the user first used the login system to log into the server 
computer (Col 31 Lines 25-41); wherein the login system correlates the identity of the 
user with an account on the server, and the scanning data is saved in the account; 
wherein the account is an e-mail account (Col 34 Lines 49-57); and comprising a 
viewing system for enabling the user to view the scanning data saved in the account 
(Fig 33). 

Schlank & Matsuyama are combinable because they are from the field of network 
servers. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Matsuyama with Schlank. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to create a login system 
that correlates with the scanned-in data. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Schlank with Matsuyama to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 3,5-8. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of.this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Heather D. Gibbs whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7404. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Thu 8AM-7PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward L. Coles can be reached on 571-272-7402. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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